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Studies of Citizen Responses to
Neighhorieed Change.

EIighter Elight series: 16; Neighhoreods
Krassa & Flood: Tlemshack & Krassa.

Bright Side oif NIVBY: seres: 6| Neighhorheods
(Includes overlap offfeur neighberhoods)
Krassa, Plater-Zyberk; Krassa & Temshack

TThe work reperied today uses all 18 neighberheods.




ROUGI OUHI[E Gl IVIIBIIES]S Alia JCSCalGI:

ASSEeNSI 0 YPOLHESES:
s Collective Action| is conditioned! by the pre-existing network among candidates.
= [he physical environment facilitates or hinders social interaction and network formation.

s Collective action Isi most likely: under conditions off threat.
Threat can take many forms, but is largely definedlas a chiange in neighboerhood character.

Pziiel
s Measures of collective action.
s Measures ofi the social network
= Measures off neighborhiood physical andrsecial envirenment.
Slejpliflezinice
a  [he physical envirenment conditions our appreachi to pelitics andilocal action.

Nationalization el politicsiis duey intpart, toymodern development patterns:
Sociall Barwinismi isidue;, in part;, to'moedern; development patterns.
Politicall appeals are’ more successfulwhen they’ correspond wWithivalues:

Contextual Modelers, Secial Planners; andiPalitical Science generally, /grores
Envirenmental. conaitonnag. Or Benaviors; and. atiitaes.

Stinchcombian Tests/Statements.

s [he social netwoerk matters. If the tendency to act collectively: is influenced: by the secial
network; then the spatial dispersion: of the network affects what issues will evoke: cellective
action,.

s i the environment conditions networks, then the environment affects collective action.




Data Collection.

Interviews with residents.
n  Aboeuit neighborieod; abeut neighbors; values; alboeut threat.
Open ended depth interviews andi instrument guided (Surveys).
Observation of neighherheed, residents, andl pulklic spaces.

a Use patterns; neighboerhoed guality; neighberheed design; house and
street features; public space features.

Formal and’ Official Records

m Plat maps. Zoning ordinances. HOA CC&R’S.
s Tax records: Sales records.

Votingl and turnout patterms, contrbution recerds.
Realtor interviews.

Public efficial interviews (“treublemakers,” “activists,” etc.)
Third place mterviews (patrons and proprieters) and olhservation.




Threats to neighkhorhnoed character.

Increase in crme.

Increase in traffic.

Widen street; Increase trafific or taffic speed.
Planned “community” (halif Wway) heUse.
Plannedl seniox citizen heme.

Planned striprnall:

Planned bigrlhex stere.

Plannead school.

Planned! theater or “night spot.”

Planned pemitheater/store.

Planned chianges ter parik (lights/parking)-
Planned gas station,

Planned clinic (clinic/methadone), (Imens) shelter.




Medall Responses to: Change Threat

Individual Action.
PUL Uprthe for sale” sign anadieave.

Collective Action.
Work with neighbors te: step: or alter
the threat.




Kinds of Collective Action Observed

Organize neighnerneed.
Circulate petitiensylocally:
Hoeld neighborheod meetings & stirategy/inio SESSIoNS.

Loy ety council for changes, accommedations (e.d.,
irafiic calming, design Changes).

Protest actions off Vareus) tyjpes.
Work With developer fier more acceptanle develepment.
Eerm! neighnoerneod Watch,

Lokby community: (Ietters to editor, selicit support fiom
Other organizations, etc.).

Become politically’ active (endoerse/run candidate, ete.)




Seclal and Econemic factors that
Influence resident response.

Sociall Networks,
a Dense local networks favor: collective action.
u Distributed networks: faver ndividual action.

“Substitutanlity.*
a Related to heuse, neighboerheod, and netweork.

a Ready substittites faver individualiaction: (Imoeving)).

Substitutes, occur When: similar housing situations are
available nearby. Substitutanility 1s high i moving doesn't
dramatically: affect fiiendship network, commute, or housing.




Attitudinal Factors that influence
iesident response.

(Interviews with' residents.)

\V/alues.
“AWhat do they like aboeut the neighhoroed?”

x [hehigher property values wererlisted, thermore ikely the owner prefers
Incividual esponse.

m [hehigher that privacy’ ranked), the more likely the ewner prefers, the
Incdividual response.

= The higher community, neighlors, and friends were listed, the more
likely the ewner was, to engage ini collective: action.

The higher neighkorhood character was listed, the: more likely the owners
engage In| collective action.
Mostly applies ter histeric neighborhoods; also NU neighkherhoed.




Values: Eive top mentions of What
they like about the nelghherneod.

Suburban Ukldan
Privacy/ 1. Convenience
Investment value 2. Eriends & neighbors
SChooIs 2. Nelghbornooed style

House features (deck, big (architecture, trees, parks,

yard, etc.) etc.)
“Country fee"ng” . PrOXimity ([0) WOrk, ShOpS,
entertainment

Lack off commute

Inward diected. personal.

(utwardy/other directed™(excepl's).




Design Features that Influence
Resident Respoense.

Street Ferm (¢ 7 Seuthworth definitiens)
= Grid .67 (=probability: of collective action amoeng residents)

s Modified Grid .59
s Regular Residential/Collector/Arterial .41
s Loops & Cul de Sacs .11

Pullici Spaces

a General purpoese parks (addl .04 per resident use indicator)
m street furniture (add .02 per instance)
s “Third places™ inside neighberheed (Oldenburg) (addl .29 each)
HousIng Features
Small set-hacks or “build to” (add!.07)

Street onientation features, like large poerches (add .11 for perches, .21
oK public yard, .23 for front living space (living| reom))

Sidewalks, (add .04)
Service alleys (add .11)




Miscellaneous Factors

(presence Increases; collective action)

Unigue heusing.

= Historic districts; novell subdivisions; unique placement of neighborhoed
(ighly: desiralble lecation) allfincrease collective action.

Tree-lined streets. (Increase p by .07)
IHigh' pedestrian; use.

Neighboernoeed school (Walkablerdistance)
Nelghborheed employment (Walk te Work)
Stable pepulation; leng term: residents.
Mixed use.

Mix ofi heusIing types and! pPrices.

Easy access to) publiciaccommodations (libraries, puls, restaurants,
theaters, churches, etc.)




Demographically: comparale
neIghberneods that differ Inl the
[espense to nelghberheed threat.

Active Neighborhood with dense local network, “unique” Flight Neighborhood with absent local network, ready supply of
housing, good public spaces, houses w/public frontage, similar housing, no public spaces, houses w/no public front, and
and median price of $195,000. median price of $190,000 (all priced same in 2000).

South Bend, IN South Bend, IN.




Physical attrputes that coernrelate
With Righ collective action.

Low substitutability. Similar
neighborhoods and houses not
readily found. Berkeley, CA. (

Houses with public
orientation, seen in front
porches, bigger house than
garage, street presence.

Trees (for Bif). A “pleasant” landscape.




Physical characteristics of
nelghborhoeds predispesed: to
i[]dividgal action (ﬂ/'ghv.

Cul de sac systems minimize
High substitutability. Wide streets on collector interaction and maximize privacy.
system discourages mixing, relatively barren Loop plans ease traffic slightly
landscape (little furniture, amenities), low foot without decreasing privacy or
traffic. Champaign, IL increasing interaction.

When garage is main
feature of the houses
i . there is less social
interaction as well as
e ; Ll tendency for less foot

-~
oy ' | -
v | I - RN traffic. Fewer casual

encounters.

Activities move to backyard,
enhancing privacy but decreasing
interaction.




Eive Factors In last example that predispese
these areas to individual action.

IHigh sulbstituitanility.  Similar (replacement) hemes and
ReIghboerneods easily found.

Low neighierhoed Integration and Interaction. When Itis
ard ter knew: yeur neighbers, you prekhably Won't.
s Small’ pertien’ of netwerk Is neighherhcod based:

Emphasisi en privacy: enceurages individual actien rather
than! collective action.

Emphasis;on property values encourages a sure;, “gquick
fix” rather than more uncertain collective efiort.
s What happens Iii cellective efifort fails? I'm out a bundle:

Low: diversity. Where everynody knews and dees the
same thing), weak ties are few.




Increased Collective: Action.

Conclusions

IHard to replace Reuse.

[Design factors that Increase
local interaction.

m Presence of public spaces.
a Heuse features that facilitate

Interaction.

Mixed use.

Nelghboerheed diversity:
Desirable features (trees)

Cost ofi meving s large
pecause house Isiunigue and
social price Is large.

IndividualfActionr (Meve).

s Ready and convenient
Substitute for REUSE.

Design! fiactors: that make
local Interaction more
difficult.

Cost of move I1s;small
pecause another house IS
easy to find and the secial
price Is small.




\Wihy?

Certain physical features increase: the: presence of lecal
soclal networks.

Locally hased secial nEtWoerks Increase the: chance: of
collective action| ana decrease subhstutanility.

s Features that encourage interaction.
Density iIncreases prokhability’ of enceunters.
Third’ places increase enceunters; convenience, and URIgueness.

Convenience te Work, school, third places add to URIGUERES.
Grid system increases; probhanbility’ of Interactions.
Culfde sacs increase privacy: (decrease interaction)

Neighberhood attractions— tree canepy, street furniture, safie
streets, public spaces, etc.

s Features that encourage individual action.
Private erientation te houses.
Automobile dependence. Maost activities eutside neighiboerhood.
Similar hemes elsewhere.
Most off sociall network found elsewhere.




NIMBY as Collective Action

NIVIBYA IS valuer laden), usually: condemning| residents: for opposing a social
gooed that may damage preperty: values; or liiestyle.

NIV BYAGEKES PIECENRNEIG NI BIIBEES W HENSAMIE COREIGIST e PrEaICt
GUIEIRNGIINS Gl COlECUVE 2B

INIIVIBYAISFanNnEICaler Gl Stene IRLeral  nEIg e eIieoENIESEE NENVOIHS:
When flight 1s the: alternative to: NIVBY the pattern Is: analegeus te the Eight
or Elight.




Conjecture

EFact: Sulburas typically: vote Republican &
Urbban areas, vote' Democratic. s holds
true evenwithin icome: controlied.

Mg aesigrtpIay.a 1o/ tils?
x 1. Value patterns ofi residents.

x 2. Party platferms.
s 3. Comparison of areas.




Values: Eive top mentions of What
they like about the nelghherneod.

Suburban Ukldan
Privacy/ 1. Convenience
Investment value 2. Eriends & neighbors
SChooIs 2. Nelghbornooed style

House features (deck, big (architecture, trees, parks,

yard, etc.) etc.)
“Country fee"ng” . PrOXimity ([0) WOrk, ShOpS,
entertainment

Lack off commute

Inward diected. personal.

(utwardy/other directed™(excepl's).




Partisan Appeails, since 1964.

(Mest: emphasized portions of presidential party: platiorms.)

Republicans [DEmGErats
a Soclal Danwvinisi (80) a WWar on poverty
Tax cuts a \Welfare, healtihcare
Small government x Minority rights
Persenal resporRsioility x Schoeol funding

H

Moeve kids to hetter Envirenment
SChoEIS (VOUChErs,
NCLB, etc.)

Individual diecied. Other directed.




Rudimentary. Test....

Petroit (Langhauls) Seuth Bend (Forrest)

» Suburban style i city. s Urlan; style 1 City
1996 71% Dele 1996) 32% Dele
2000; 829 Bush 20001 1996 Bush

\/aalter, Md. Kentlands, Md.

= [rue Suburb » Urban style in suburh
19961 69% Dole 1996 54% Dole
2000! 82% Bush 20001 5925 Bush




Party appeals and: resident values.

Repuklican appeals have: fiecused on
Individualism and personall respensipility’ for
ener’s plight. TThis matches what peeple like
MEest abeUL suburban style develepments.

Demoecratici appeals have focUsed on Improving
the collective, eur responsibility: to: ethers,
nelping groups.” Urban/New: Urban style
residents’ named outward erented features as
most liked.




